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REMARKS 

laclucted herein is a request for a thxee-month extension of time along with the 
appropriate fee. 

In the OfiSce Action mailed 3/8/2005, 1-13 were rejected as being obvious ovct the 
pwrior art under 35 U.S,C. §103* Claim 14 was indicated as being allowable if rewritten in 
independent form including all of the limitations of the base claim (claim 1). 

In response. Applicant has herein amraded claim 1 to more clearly distinguisfa the 
claimed invention from tibe cited prior art, despite Applicant's belief that such amendment 
was necessary, but to expedite reissue of the instant patent Applicant now respectfully 
asserts that the claims are in condition for allowance and reissue. 

Patentability of Claim 1 fas amended ) a**^ plaim g depended thereon 

The Examiner has cited the combination of Brooks etal, and Mavr. U.S. Patent Nos 
5,513,865 and 5,249>819, respectively, in rejecting Applicant's independent claim L It is 
respectfially noted that Mavr wa$ cited by this Examiner in unsuccessfiilly pxevcnting die 
patenting of the par^ application to this reissue application. 

Iti his Office Acticm, the Examiner concludes that while the limitation of "extrusion" 
is not found in either of these references (or any other reference), he indicates that "it would 
have been obvious to use an extruded ahwninum to make the board of Brooks for the 
purpose of entploying an inejfpensively available material. Applicant respectfully disagrees 
with tiie Examiner on this point for several reasons. First, Applicant's claimed invention is 
not just "an extruded aluminum " but is instead a particular configuration of swciaitv 
extrusion that is used to make Applicant's skateboard deck (such as is claimed lyy 
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Applicant) - it is absolutely not the s^jpUcation of a pre-existing extrusion to a new 
application, but is instead a new extrusion specifically created for Applicant's skateboard. 
Second^ while Brooks may hint at a material choice of aluminum, there is certainly no 
disclosure regarding the use of extruded aluminum. Third, aluminum, and more particularly 
extruded aluminum is decidedly not a low-cost approach for making a skateboard deck, but 
is instead one of the most expensive approach - the wood deck of Brooks or a plastic deck 
are tiie cheapest versions available. Fourtti, Mavr has nothing to do with skateboard deds^ 
but rath^ deals with a ski design having a hollow body of unifonn width. There is no 
suggestion or hint in either Mavr or Brooks to combine these two references; as such^ the 
Examiner cannot rely on these non-analogqus references absent some representation as to 
the evidence available to one of ordinary skill in the art that would lead one to combine 
these references. Finally, assuming, arguendo, that the Examiner is coirect in concluding 
that making devices ftom extruded aluminum is old, ifae lack of a suigle rtference 
employing such 25)proach to make a skateboard (or even a ski or snowboard), is evidence 
that the art teaches away from Applicant's novel and nonobvious appioaclL 

Since each an every element of Applicant's claimed invention is not disclosed or 
hinted at by the combination of the cited references, and since there is no suggestion to 
combine these references, and further because the references teac^ away from Applicant's 
claimed invention, liie Examiner has &iled to make out a prima &cie case of obviousness, 
and this claim 1 and all claims dependent thereon must be allowed. 
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Conchision 

In view of the foregoing amendments and remarks^ Applicant respectfully requests 
tbat the application be reconsidered, the claims be allowed, and the case passed to issue. 



Respectfully submitted, 
STEINS & ASSOCIATES 
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